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laws (such, for example, as the law of gravitation)
which express the highest generalisations that we
have attained to or expect to he able to attain to as
postulates which we refuse to look behind; to which
we mentally attribute a sort of self-existence \ the
idea of design in the achievement of the results is
excluded; the results follow of necessity from the
postulates just as the propositions of geometry follow
from the fundamental axioms. And the domain of
natural science does not extend beyond, on the one
hand, the discovery of these ultimate laws in which
we are content to rest, and on the other, the following
of them out into their consequences. Yet, when we
think about it, we cannot help feeling that these
ultimate laws, as we have been regarding them, are
not really such; that they themselves need to be
accounted for, whether we do or do not see any
prospect of accounting for them by a process analo-
gous to that by which they were themselves arrived
at. In the former case, we may entertain a hope of
reaching by the methods of science to some still
higher generalisation; of arriving at some law or
laws yet more elementary, and of which the laws
hitherto considered may be regarded as results. And
even in cases where we see no immediate prospect of
arriving at any such higher generalisation there may
be indications that something- of the kind exists.
Take, for example, the law of gravitation. We com-